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year a nd the summer the w e -ner...it seems li ke sum mer th is
w nter, a lot of that construction xs ahead of time There are
o ther s i m i l a r t hrongs t hat I c ou l d go dow n t he l i ne wi t h . I
share the same concern that I hear Senator Hall expressing about
are we going to be building up a lot of expenditures on the end
that we do not have the revenue tc fund'? Th at i s for ' 87- 8 8 .
But fo r th z s year, for the ' 86-8 7 f i s c a l y e ar , thzs particular
program xs a rep la cemen; o f a p ie ce of b ro ken equ i pment.
Obviously it w 'l l b e d one , i t ha s to be done. Th ere is one
o tn e l i t t l e c av e a t t ~ t h z s t h i ng , und e> t he o r x g zn a l f ed e r a l
g rant, w he n the wh ole ETV sy st e m wa s pu t up , one o f t h e
conditions of t hose grants was the state w ou ld ma in tain th em ,
and ' ~ fail to ma xn tatn, w e hav~ to pay the money back.
Well, we know that xsn't go i ng to happen. It xs not even a
practical p ro b lem, bu t , nev e rtheless, xt is a fact that if we
d ad not replace that. tower, at any tim e, t hat ev en tually w e
would probably be involved in negotxatzons or a lawsuit with the
fed fo r fai l ing to have done what the state agreed to do back
zn 1965. That is not an issue, just a condxtxon. I h ope you
would rej ec t th e amend m ent tn de lay the b i ll so t hat that
service is not delayed in its being restored. But I h ope y ou
would t ake to he ar t wha Se n ator Hall xs talking about on the
concern of new programs. Most assuredly ! would h ope th a t if
this bill is advanced, because xt xs unique and it is different,
that someone d oe sn't d e c ide, well, now we are going to do all
new programs, all expenditure balls because we d id th x s on e .
This zs a un iqu e situ ation . It is a d e f icit . Th ere is no
question but what it needs to be done, no question but wh at it
wal l b e don e . And t he on l y t h i ng t h a t de l ay on t hi s b i l l do es
is delay- r e storation o f th e se rv ce . Wh at I am re ally
concerned, i f you de laye d it , or do not delay it, rather, is
that somebody is then going to turn around and argue, w e ll , we
passed this on e, so you ' ve got to pass all the rest. It is
dxf f e r e nt .

SENATOR LANDIS: T hank you , S ena tor W arn er . Sen ato r t amb,
followed by Senator. Rogers.

SENATOR LAMB : Mr . P res >dent, m en b ers, I ri se to oppose the
bracketing motion. Mo st of the reasons have already been given.
I would note that Senator Hall saxd that he would su pport th i s
p ro j e c t . H e did n ot say th at I ' ll loo k at the o th er
appropriations balls at a later time an d dec ide whether I ' ll
suppor t x t . He c at ego r i c a l l y s a i d , I ' l l su ppo r t i t . So , u s i ng
that reasoning, I see no reason to celay it. T h ere is no reason
to delay xt. W e s h ould vote it now so that this six montn delay
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